REMARKS 



1 he f- \ammet has objected to the specification tot failing to pto\ tde propei 
antecedent basis for the ilasmed subject mattet of claim >"> \pphcam £espeafull\ 
asseits that >ueh objection is deemed moot m \ lew ol the cancellation made to the claim 
hereinabove. 

1 he f xammei has aiuhei objected to tbt amendment tikd Os 10 2006 unxkr ^ 
I'Sf 1 ^2{al because u muoduces new mat e; into the diselostne nameh * whet em said 
updatum does not use ne\s ^euet information i Ik txaramei ha* lequued applicant to 
cancel stieh new matte! \\ hiie applicant te\xatull\ disagices vutb th*. f-xammet s 
asses tion appikant has cancelled the unii 1 associated with sm.li claim language 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-9. 11, 12, 28-30 and 38-4 i under 35 U.S.C. 
1 1 2.. first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. 
Applicant respectfully asserts that such rejection is deemed moot m view of the 
amendment made hereinabove to Claim 41 and the cancellations made to the remaining 
rejected claims hereinabove. 

flu Examiner ha» i ejected C Umi undei ^ I ST 101 as being dnected to 
nou-siaUUoi} subject inattet Applicant lespecthilb asseits that such selection deemed 
moot m \ iew ot tfu cancellation made to the claim heiemalxn e 

I he 1 xamnxi ha* t ejected ( lamis 1-ir 1 1 l-l^ P-21, and 3S-4I mulct > < " 
I S( 102(h) <b being anticipated In Ralensun ei al ^ D\namie Cnptoguphu ( ontexE 
Management ilX { Mi Re pott 1 xtchtteeune and system Design ") Applicant 
icspectfulh di^agiees with suih tejectton 

\\ ith lespect to independent elaun I * the Kxammei has lelx-d on page '><> horn 
the Balensou sefeience excetpted in pan belov. to make a pnoi ait showing of 
applicant's claimed technique "whoiem said deteimmfng uses a function ha\ nig the 
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foliowmg properties: ( I } knowledge of said updated first key does not give knowledge of 
said first key or said second key,. . .and {3} knowledge of said first key and said updated 
first key does not give any knowledge of said second key." 



Applicant respectfully points out. that the Balenson reference excerpt relied upon 
by the Examiner merely teaches that "in order to prevent collusion by two or more 
evicted members, a iarge amount of information must be predistributed" (Balenson. pg. 
99 - emphasis added). In particular, such excerpt from Balenson discloses that li [w]hen a. 
member is evicted, the remaining group members can use this predistributed information 
to compute a new key , without any trusted controller separately transmitting the new- 
key" (emphasis added). 

However, applicant respectfully asserts that only generally disclosing that "a large 
amount of mfonnation must be predistributed.' such that 'remaining gioup memlvis can 
use this ptedtslnhuted infotmation to compute a new kev " as m Balenson. does not 
specifically teach that 1 said detenmmng uses a function having the following pmperhes 
t I 1 know ledge of said updated fnst ke\ does not gne know ledge of said fust kev ot said 
second ke\ and " (3} knowledge of said fnst kes <tnd said updated fust kev does not gj\e 
ans knowledge of said second kes ' as claimed bs applicant In paiticulai stmph 
disclosing the use ot piedistnhuted information to compute a new ke\ as in Balenson 
does not suggest and especialK does not use to the level of specific its of. applicant's 
claim language nameh that "knowledge of said updated fn.-t ke\ does not gne 
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knowledge of saul first ke\ ut said second ke\ and knowledge of said fu >t ke\ and 
said updated first kc\ does not gi\e am knov\ ledge uf saul second ke\" f emphasis 
added}, as claimed. 

The Kxaimnei is temmded that a claim i-> anticipated onU if each am! e\ei\ 
element as set forth tn the clami ts found, either expie-^sh of inheieniK described in a 
single pnor ait iefeienee I'd dtgauf H>-<>\ \ t'?no?i ( hi < o <)/ i\t:ifoi "hh H 1 4 \ 2d o28, 
MS . 2 \ M>02d 1051 10-3 (J ed Ot l l >S""> \loteo\ei. the identical invention must be 
shovui in at> complete detail as contained in the claim A'/l/wv/wj// v Siwk! \foio>' 
Co f- 2d 1226, 1 236, 9LSl'Q2d 1<>13 1 'CO (I cd Cn i 1 he elements must be 
arranged as required by the claim. 

1 his criterion has> Mrtiplv not been nut h\ the Baicnson ic-feionce excerpt, as 
noted above Thus a notice of allowance oi specific pnoi ait show nig of each of the 
foregoing claim elements tn combination with the tern a mi tig claimed feaiuies is 
respectfully requested, 

Still set applicant brings to the r\ammer\ attention the subject matter of new 
C iaims 42-^0 which aie added kn full eonsidtiation In particular, applicant has added 
new C laims 4 w Inch pnw tde fot an apparatus w ith limitations sitntlat {but not 
nevcssanh identical to those ot Claims H-15 and I "-21 In addition applicant ha,-> 
added new Claim 42 as follows: 

"wheiein said subai oup is a seit-iepaurng group, each member of said subgioitp 
capable oi independenth updating satd fast key v\ heie said self-repairing uses a icusable 
powei set, saul reusable puwei set using a power set of satd numbers as a basis tot group 
ke\ updates and including 2 X sets, whete \ includes the tnnnbet oi said members" (sec 
Claim 42). 



Again, a notice of allowance 01 a propet prsoi art showing of al! of applicant's 
claim hmitasions. in combination with the remaining claim elements, is lespectfuih 
requested. 



('hus. all of Hie independent claims* are deemed allowable Moieo\ei, the 
remaining dependent claims are further deemed allowable, in \ few of theii dependence 
on such independent claims, 

hi the event a telephone conversation would expedite the prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner may reach the undersigned at (40$) 505-5 100. The 
Commissioner is authorized to charge any additional fees or credit any overpayment to 
Deposit Account No. 50-1 35 1 (Order No. NAIIP089) 
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